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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

if NO ^'od fd re ** Pe ^fM > °biE'm S " 1 U5" lirty <30) reply wlthfn the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, causeUie application to\ecome AeS^ communication. 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
^ ^ earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

1 )E3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 19 September 2003 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)M This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) [X] Claim(s) 1^37 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) Q Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6M Claim(s) £3Z is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers ^ 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

1 0)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

12) Q Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C S 1 19(a)-(d) or (ft 

a)Q All b)D Some * c)D None of: s 
1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

13) E3 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application) 

37 ^FR^g'' 0 reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet, 
a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 since a specific 

reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet. 37 CFR 1 .78. 

1 ) g] Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 6) □ Other: 

PTO^^TuXiF Office Action Summary Part of Paper No. 011804 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
States 0n Sa ' e th ' S C0Untry ' m0re than one year prior t0 the da,e of application for patent in the United 

2. Claims 1-20, 28-34, 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Adedeji et al. (US 2002/0137840 A1). 

The invention of claims 1-20, 28-34, 37 relates to an under hood component 
comprising a polyfarylene ether)/polyolefin blend, a reinforced poly(arylene 
ether)/polyolefin blend or a combination of the foregoing. 

Adedeji et al. (abstract, page 10-12, claims 1 -36) disclose a blend composition 
that is substantially identical to the under hood component composition being claimed. 
Since Adedeji et al. (page 7, paragraph 82) disclose that the composition are suitable 
for under hood component application, it would not be difficult for one of ordinary skill in 
art to obtain the invention of claims 1 -20, 28-34, 37 after reading the disclosure of 
Adedeji et al. The invention of claims 1-20, 28-34, 37 is anticipated. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
£TZ S rl«Z? 2 h^?,!!" 6 ' if ' he , differences b ~ the subject matter sought to be patented and 
nven , inn such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 

p JZ Z n h ?, ^ PerS ° n haV ' ng ° rdinary Ski " in the art t0 whicn said sub i ect ™tter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 

USPQ 459 (1 966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 



4. Claims 24-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Adedeji et al. (US 2002/0137840 A1) in view of Adedeji et al. (US 2002/0128368 A1). 

The invention of claims 24-27 relates to an under hood component comprising 
a poly(arylene ether)/poly olefin blend, a reinforced polyfarylene etherj/polyolefin 
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blend or a combination of the foregoing, wherein the blend comprises reinforcing 
filler. 

Adedeji et al. (US 2002/0137840 A1) (abstract, page 10-12, claims 1-36) disclose 
a blend composition that is substantially identical to the under hood component 
composition being claimed. Adedeji et al. (page 7, paragraph 82) further disclose that 
the composition are suitable for under hood component application. 

The difference between the invention claims 24-27 and Adedeji et al. is that 
Adedeji et al. are silent on an undercomponent comprising reinforcing filler. 

Adedeji (US 2002/0128368 A1 ) (abstract) discloses using glass fibers in a 
composition that is substantially identical to the composition of Adedeji et al. (US 
2002/0137840 A1). Therefore, motivated by the expectation of obtaining material with 
inproved stiffness, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in art to use the 
reinforcing filler teachings in Adedeji (US 2002/0128368 A1) in Adedeji et al. (US 
2002/0137840 A1) to obtain the invention of claims 24-27. 



5. Claims 21-23, 35, 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Adedeji et al. (US 2002/0137840 A1) in view of Adedeji et al. (US 2002/0165317 
A1). 
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The invention of claims 21-23, 35, 36 relates to an under hood component 
comprising a poly(arylene ether)/polyolefin blend, a reinforced poly(arylene 
ether)/polyolefin blend or a combination of the foregoing, wherein the blend 
further comprising a polyolefin-graft-cyclic anhydride copolymer. 

Adedeji et al. (US 2002/0137840 A1) (abstract, page 10-12, claims 1-36) disclose 
a blend composition that is substantially identical to the under hood component 
composition being claimed, Adedeji et al. (page 7, paragraph 82) further disclose that 
the composition are suitable for under hood component application. 

The difference between the invention claims 21-23, 35, 36 and Adedeji et al. is 
that Adedeji et al. are silent on an undercomponent comprising comprising a polyolefin- 
graft-cyclic anhydride copolymer. 

Adedeji (US 2002/0165317 A1) (abstract) discloses using a polyolefin-graft-cyclic 
anhydride copolymer, and a reinforcing filler in a composition that is substantially 
identical to the composition of Adedeji et al. (US 2002/0137840 A1). Therefore, 
motivated by the expectation of obtaining material with inproved stiffness, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in art to use the reinforcing filler teachings in 
Adedeji (US 2002/0165317 A1A1) in Adedeji et al. (US 2002/0137840 A1) to obtain the 
invention of claims 21-23, 35, 36. 
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Regarding claim 36 which claims "a radiator end cap", the examiner has a 
reasonable basis to believe that the claimed "a radiator end cap" is inherently 
possessed in Adedeji (US 2002/01 6531 7 A1 ) in view that there are not too many end 
use application that is categorized into the "under hood applications" as affirmed in 
applicants' specification (page 3, paragraph 0008). One of ordinary skill in art would not 
have any difficulty obtain the invention of claim 36 after reading the disclosure of 
Adedeji (US 2002/0165317 A1). 



Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to William K Cheung whose telephone number (571) 272- 
1097. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:00AM to 2:00PM; 
4:00PM to 8:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David WU can be reached on (571) 272-1 114. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 305-5885. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1300. 




William K. Cheung 
Patent Examiner 
January 18, 2004 



